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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-48 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
patent 6,833,848 (Wolff) in view of US patent application publication 2002/0167538 
(Bhetanabhotla). 

- As for claims 1, 13, 14, 18, 28, 35, 38, 42, 45: Wolff teaches a computer 
implemented method and corresponding apparatus usable in a general purpose 
computer system 700 for composing a multimedia presentation from a plurality of 
media elements, the plurality of media elements including audio media elements 
and image elements (3:38-40), the image elements including at least one still image 
(7:20-23), comprising the steps/means, program logic configured to compose a 
slide show (12:5-10, i.e., "the initial presentation"). Although Wolff teach that the 
media elements are arranged in chronological order based on automatic timestamps 
(3:41-43,4:54-57, 5:8-10), Wolff is silent regarding the automatic arranging the 
media elements based on time stamps. However, in the same field of slide 
presentation of digital album, Bhetanabhotla teaches the automatic arranging media 
elements of a sUde presentation based in part on the time stamps of the media 
elements (0018, 0034-0036, 0055, 01 13, 0152, 0154). It would have been obvious 
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to one of skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine 
Bhetanabhotla's teaching of automatic arranging the media elements based on the 
time stamps to WolflPs temporal ordered media elements. Motivation of the 
combining is for avoiding the time consuming manual arrangement. The control 
setting for specifying the duration of the sUdes is inherently included in Wolffs 
teaching of slide show. Even if it is not, implementation of means for setting the 
duration of the sUdes in a slide show is well known in the art and is disclosed by 
Bhetanabhotla (0089, 0155, 0156. See also Lin's 0051-0053). It would have been 
obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine 
Bhetanabhotla' s teaching of the means for specifying the duration of the sUdes to 
Wolff. Motivation of the combining is for user control of the slide presentation. 
As image elements are chronologically ordered, associated audio elements are also 
placed in the same order (Wolffs 3:38-43). 

- As for claims 2, 15, 19: An initial presentation is displayed (Wolffs figs 1, 2). 

- As for claims 3, 5, 7, 16, 20, 40, 47: Wolffs figs 1, 2 disclose the displaying of 
image tracks and sound tracks showing the order of media elements. The 
composing of the sUde presentation including reordering the images (Wolffs 5:8- 
67). 

- As for claims 4, 6, 17, 21: Wolffs figs 1, 2 disclose the displaying of a sound 
line showing the order of expression of soxmd elements for editing is well known as 
disclosed by Wolff (see also 3:22-32, 59-65; 6:1-7). 

- As for claims 8, 23: In light of the combining, a presentation based in part on the 
duration time of at least one still image (Bhetanabhotla' s 0155). 
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- As for claim 9: The presentation is edited in part by the user (Wolffs 4:43 - 
5:34). 

- As for claims 10, 1 1 , 25, 26: Graphic and text elements can be added to the 
presentation (Wolffs 6:1-2). 

- As for claims 12, 27: The control setting can be reset by the user 
(Bhetanabhotla0155). 

As for claims 22, 24: The editing including reordering the images (Wolffs 

5:8-67). 

As for claim 29: In Ught of the combining, media elements are automatically 
placed in chronological order. 

As for claims 30, 31, 39, 46: As image elements are chronologically ordered, 
associated audio elements are also placed in the same order (Wolffs 3:38-43). 

As for claim 32: The initial presentation can be edit by the user (Wolffs 4:49 
-6:28). 

As for claim 33: An image line is displayed in coordination with display of 
the presentation (Wolffs figs 1-2). 

As for claim 34: An audio hne is displayed in coordination with display of 
the presentation (Wolffs 3:22-32, 59-65; 6:1-7, figs 1-2). 

As for claims 36, 43: The control settings are user-selected control settings 
(Bhetanabhotla's0155). 

As for claims 37, 44: The control settings include a duration that still images 
are to be displayed (Bhetanabhotla 's 0155). 
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As for claims 41, 48: It is inherently in Wolf that image editing includes 
editing the initial presentation to create a final presentation (see also Wolfs 
description of track 1 15). 

As for claims 49: The time or recording is based on a time stamp associated 
with the media elements (Wolff 3:38-42, 4:54-57; Bhetanabhotla 's fig 4). 

As for claim 50: The user selected images are arranged in chronological order 
(Wolffs 5:8-10, 4:54-57; Bhetanabhotla 's 0034). 

As for claim 51: Media elements can be bounded together, i.e., individual 
photograph can be bound with another photograph or an audio element (3:22-24, 
38-40). Bounding of the elements is based on the timestamp of the element (4:54- 
57, 11:38-41). 

As for claim 52: Per Bhetanabhotla, time attribute is specified by the user. 
Thus a media element in a bound sequence can be unbound by re-specifying the 
time (0034, 0036, fig 4). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-48 have been considered but are 

not deemed persuasive. 

REMARKS: 

Wolff et al teach that the time of capture of a photograph object is stored along 
with the object (3:41-43). Photographs are ordered in track 105 by the timestamps (4:54- 
57). Photographs in track 105 are generated automatically as a result of a query (4:65- 
5:7). Thus it appears that the photographs in track 105 are arranged automatically 
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according to timestamps, not by the user manual operation. Even if it is not, arranging 
the photographs automatically according to timestamps is disclosed by Bhetanabhotla. 
The applicant argues that Bhetanabhotla does not teach arranging the photographs 
automatically according to timestamps. In response to the argument, the limitation is 
disclosed in par 0034 wherein the photographs are arranged in chronological order I time 
cabinet. 

In response to appHcant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See/w refine, 837 R2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and/« re Jones, 
958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have been 
obvious to combine Bhetanabhotla' s teaching of chronologically arranging the 
photographs automatically according to timestamps to Wolffs manually arranging the 
photographs in chronological order according to timestamps. Motivation of the combine 
is for the obvious advantage of increasing processing speed and reducing labor work. 
The combined Wolff & Bhetanabhotla would provide a presentation having photographs 
automatically arranged in chronological order according to timestamps. As image 
elements are chronologically ordered, associated audio elements are also placed in the 
same order (Wolffs 3:38-43). . 

In response to the argument that the combined references does not teach both the 
image track and sound track, the Umitation is disclosed by Wolff in figure 1, having 
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image tracks 105, 1 10, 1 15, and sound tracks 130, 135. See also Wolffs 1 1 :38-41 and 
12:5-43. Media elements are bound together to compose a sequence of elements (Wolffs 
3:22-25, 38-40; Bhetanabhotla's 0129). Media elements can also be bound in 
categorization (Bhetanabhotla's fig. 4). 

In response to the argument that the combined teaching does not teach 
continuously displaying the media elements, the limitation is disclosed by Wolff in 
1 1:38-41, wherein the media elements are presented continuously as a movie. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). AppHcant is reminded of the extension of time poHcy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ba Huynh whose telephone number is (571) 272-4138. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
appUcations may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished apphcations is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ba Huynh / 
Primary Examiner / 

AU2179 / 

7/26/06 / 



